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1 Introduction

The topic of this tak is a wview of Chiral Perturbation Theory (CHPT) for DA NE
physics. This title is at the sam e tim e too broad and too narrow forwhat Iw illdiscuss. It
is too broad because I w ill restrict m yself here to the topics related to K aon decays only
and even there I do not discuss the parts which have been covered by other speakers in
thism eeting. It is too narrow because K aon physics is a very alive sub fct and is done at
m any places besides the experim entsat DA NE.

The fullexplanation ofm ost of what Iw illpresent are in \The Second DA NE Physics
Handbook" [I]. So Thave left out from DA NE physics the follow ing topics

1. ! and !
2.A11 physics.

3. Hypemuclkar physics and K aon-Nuclkon scattering. This is the dom ain ofthe FIN -
UDA detector.

4., Vector m eson properties.
5.Alltopicswhere CHPT isnot relevant.

Even within K aon physics T have kft out all discussion related to m ixings and theoretical
estin ates of CHPT param etersP]. The K ! aspects have been discussed at length
here aswell3] and nally the rare decays were discussed by A . P ich 1.

In section 3 I discuss the sem ikeptonic decays and scattering. K ! 3 istreated 1
section 4.

2 ChiralPerturbation T heory

Chirml Perturbation Theory is a system atic way to use the constraints of chiral sym m etry

and its spontaneous breakdown. It is a system atic way to go beyond the PCAC m ethod to

reach higher orders In the expansion In quark m assesand m om enta. Itsbasicprincipleswere

laid out by S.W ehnberg I a nicely w ritten paperf]. A system atic derivation and the use

of the external eld m ethod then provided the basis for the revival of these technigquesg].
Tt is an approach bassd on:

TheChirmalSymmetry SU 3}, SU (@)g ofQCD and its spontaneous breakdown to
the vector subgroup SU (3)y .

T he G oldstone B osons from this spontaneocusbreakdow n are the only relevant degrees
of freedom at low energies.

A nalyticity, causality, cluster expansion and relativiy.



A proofthat these are the only assum ptions nvolved was given by H . Leutw yler{]].
So there are only two questions (@part from the technical part of perform ing the calcu—
lation) when we apply CHPT :

D oesthe expansion in my and ©* 2, wherep isa genericm om entum orenergy, converge
5

If yes and the higher orders are in portant, do we have enough data to determ ine all
relevant param eters or do we have a su ciently reliable way of estin ating them ?

3 Sem ileptonic D ecays

T he lowest order lagrangian is

2
L2: ?UD UubD Uy+ Uy+U ¥ . (l)

Tt contains 2 free param eters, F , related to the pion decay constant F , and By, which is
related to the vacuum expectation value hogi, plus the ratios of the quark m asses.

T he next-to-Jeading, O (©!), Lagrangian was derived in Ref.[§] and contains an addi
tional 10 param eters labelled L;. A 1l of these are at present determ ined from experin ent
and most can be in principl detem fned in K aon sam ikptonic decays. In tablke & the
present best values for these param eters, the source of this value and to which Kaon de-
cays they contrbute are listed. L, and Ls occur in all decays but the crosses in tabk 1,
signify a di erent com bination than in K ;, decays.

Form ore extended discussions and m ore references see R ef. [§].

31 Kp

Them ain use ofthese decays isto determ ineF'x . From the ratio ofthem uon to the electron
decay we can also test electron-m uon universality. This assum es we can reliably caloulate
the relevant electrom agnetic radiative corrections. For the absolute value this is rather
unsure but m ost of the unsure contributions seem to cancel in the ratio. For a discussion
with an optin istic estin ate of the error involved here see Ref.[I(]. An in provem ent by
a factor of 10 over the present error of about 5% on this ratio seem s feasble from the
statistical point of view .

32 Ko

This decay has two fom factors depending on the kpton-neutrino m ass squared. The
prediction forthe axial, A W %), and the vector, V W ?), form factors are to orderp’ [I1,12]:
0:030

m g

4
A = E(L9+Llo):

“Iwilluse standard CHPT where we count p* as the sam e order asm 4. An altemative view can be
fund i tak by M .K necht and references therein f].
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Kp |Kpn| K |Ks i 000
L, 04 03 K es;
L, 135 03 Kess
Ls 35 11 Kess
L, 03 05 1=N .
Lsg 14 05 Fg =
Lo 6:9 077 2,
Lo 55 077 I e

Anom aly

In Kaon sam ikptonic decays. In K 4 decays, the sam e constants as in the electron m ode

(displayed here) occur. In addition, Ly and Lg enter in the channelsk * ! * *  and
K+ ! 0 0 + .
. 1 0067 2
8 °F myg

The form factor V. @ ?) is known to order p®[13]. The correction is of order 10 to 20%
in the relevant region of phase space and the form factor has becom e W 2 dependent to a
sin ilar am ount.

P resent data are:

mg A+ V= 0105 0008 and mx R V3 035: @3)

TheW ? dependence ofboth form factors has never been measured and dataon AV are
rather poor.

33 Koupn

In these decays there are 3 axial form factors and one vector one. T he vector one is known
to order p° [13]. M ost of the rate and distrbutions are determ ined by the three axial
form factors. These are known to order p* [12]. E specially in them odes wih € i the

nal state the rate is very much enhanoed over the helicity suppressed B ram sstrahlung
part. Extrapolation to fiilll phase space is rather di cult for the e e  nal states due
to the presence of very am all invariant m asses for the pair. Som e predictions of Ref.[12]
com pared w ith experin ent can be found in tabk 2. T here the e ectsm entioned are clearly
visbl.



K* ! *ode e de e

Experment | (123 0:32) 107 | @8'7%) 108 41 107

Tree, cuts 4:98 108 241 10*? 38 10° |34 10%
1-loop, cuts 85 108 34 108 135 10% | 14 108
1-loop, fll 2:49 10° 18 10’ 135 108 | 14 108

Tablk 2: Branching ratios from experim ent and theory. The cuts arem .+ 140 M &V .
No cuts forthedecayswih * . The last row iswith integrating over all of phasespace.

34 Ky

This was calculated to order p* by G asser and Leutwylerfl5]. There are two form factors
herewhich orK *? ! % I' | are param etrized as

Oy174 i5 - 1 0 0
h E)¥V" K @P1i= P—E (E+p) . O+ © p) £ O @)

wih t= @ pY?. Ih the analysis of experin ental data usually one uses nstead of £ the
scalar form factor £, .

t
fo)= £ O+ ————F ©: ©)
m m

K
T hese are both param etrized in a linear fashion.

For f, the p' expression ts the linear param etrization very well over the relevant

range. Using £, (€)= £, Q)L+ ,t=m 2]‘theory and experin ent agree very well. D ata give

. = 0029 0:002 whik p? predicts from the valie of L, in tablkd, , = 0:031. Even
the isosgoin breaking predicted from CHPT is observed In them easured values of £, (0) for
both decays.

For f, the linear param etrization f5 ) = £, 0)[L + ot=m?] ts satisfactorily the p*
expression. The prediction depends only on Fx=F and is , = 0017 0:004. The
experin ental situation needs clari cation. Trying to average ncom patible m easurem ents
leadsto 0025 0006 orK % and 0004 0:007 in K *;. In addition to the interest for the
strong interaction e ects these decays are ourm a pr source of know ledge of V57

35 Kg

T his process was calculated to orderp® in Ref.fl2]. There are 10 form factors possble here
which are all nonzero at order p?. The calculations show s a rather com plicated interplay
between all the various contrbutions. In the rates the nale ect is rather am all. Various
distrdoutions m ight show m ore sensitivity to the higher order contrbutions. In other
processes like K 4 there are Jarge corrections so the prediction of am all corrections to the
rate is de nitely nontrivial. A s an exam plk wih cuts E 30M &V and . 20° we



D ecay 1=e 1=
K+t * T F;G;H | F;G;R;H
K* 1 00r F F;R
K°r 0o 7 G;H G;H ;R

Tabl 3: T he contrbutions of the various form factors to the di erent K 13 decays.

obtained for the branching ratio forK 2,

+Li

tree 28 10° 1 + Bops

32 10° 30 10%: 6)

A ftevwards there was a new result from NA31[14] orK 3 wih the sam e cuts
BR = (361 0:14 021) 10° (7)
to be com pared with {12]

+Li

tree 36 10° 1 + Lops

40 10° 38 10%: ®)

These are In excellent agreem ent. A 1l possible decay m odes should In fact be cbservable
In the near fiiture so the other predictions w ill also be tested.

36 Ky

In these decays there are 4 fom factors possble. They allhave a quite di erent behaviour
under chiral perturoation theory. The four form factors are 3 axialones, F, G and R,
and one vector one H . They contrbute to the various decays as shown in tablk 3. The
other form factors also contribute but are very am all. G ood m easurem ents at present exist
for the form factors m ainly of K o4 only. F;G were calulated to p* .n Refs.i7] and R i
Ref.[l§]. The form factor H is known to order p° 13]. Th Ref.[l§] higher order e ects were
also estin ated using dispersion relations. C onclusions of these papers were:

F and G get Jarge corrections from their tree level value ofmyg = (p oF ) and allow for
an accurate m easuram ent ofL;, L, and Ls. These then allow for a clean prediction
of the total ratesfl§] reproduced in tabke4. T he errors in the predictions are in fact
dom inated by the m ost accurate m easurem ent now avaibblef[l9]. There is excellent
agreem ent w ith all available experim ental resuls and several predictions rem ain to
be tested.

R isa relatively snalle ect even in K 4, decays. W ith accurate m easurem ents of F
and G In K o4 and distrbutions in K 4 a good detem ination m ight stillbe possible.
Thiswould allow a test ofthe 1=N . assum ption used In setting L4 essentially to zero.
For other possibl relevance ofm easurem ents ofR see Ref.'ﬁ].

5



charge + 00 + 00 0 0
Leptons e e * * e *
Tree 1297 683 155 102 561 55
% 2447 1301 288 189 953 94
Full nput 1625 (90) 333(5) 225(@11) 917@70) 88(22)
Exp. 3160 (140) 1700320) 1130 (730) 998 (80)

Tablk 4: P redictions from Ref.[1§] for the variousK 3 decay widths. The last two colum ns
are nom alized to K decays. Full lncludes the unitarization estin ates. Exp. are the
experin ental values. E rrors are in brackets and allvaluesarein s 1.

H has relatively sm allhigher order corrections if F isused in itsp? expression. The
slope also is very am allfi3].

Thiswas all for the real part of the form factors essentially. The in aghary part allow s us
to extract m ore lnfomm ation, see the next subsection.

3.7 scattering

K 4 decays also allow an accurate m easurem ent of som e scattering angles. These are
now known to order p° or two-loops in chiral perturbation theory 0] and in generalized
CHPT P1]. They can be easily obtained using the Pais-Trein an asymm etry m ethodsP2].
A com parison of the calculation of Ref.P(] w ith the present data is shown In Fig. 1.
scattering w illallow fora clean test of generalized versus standard CHP T . T he generalized
CHPT resul allows for a som ewhat larger range of scattering angles. That allows for
resuls between our 2-loop calculation and a curve roughly follow ing the top of the last
three erorbars in  g. ..

4 N onleptonic D ecays

A m ore extended version of the present discussion ispresent in Ref. R3]. Themain CHPT
calculation in this respect is Ref.R4]. The number of free param eters in the weak chiral
lagrangian is rather large but still relevant predictions can be m ade. To lowest order, 2,
there are two param eters, ¢, and ¢, that are essentially the strength of the octet and 27
transitions. At p* we now restrict to those in K ! ( ) decays. For the lading octet
param eters to order p* there are 3 m ore. O ne of these can not be disentangled from o,
w ithin these decays. For the 27 there are 4 m ore one of which appears always in the sam e
com bination with o In these decays and is hence also not relkevant. The total number of
param eters is thus 7.

The number of ocbservables iIn the CP -conserving part is two rates (notice I assum e
isospoin throughout) orK ! 2 and 14 ntheK ! 3 rmatesand D alitz plots. The latter
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Figure 1: The combination of phase shifts that can be measured in Ky decays at
two loops n CHPT EQ]. A lso shown are the present datafl9]. The curves are: tree Jevel
(dashed), p* (dot-dashed) and p°® (fall).



Variable | Tree % Exp.

1 74 hput 9171 0:32

1 165 hput 2568 027
1 047 0:18 047 045
1 158 019 151 030
3 4:1 nput 736 047
3 10 nput 243 041
3 18 hput 226 023

3 0092 0030 0:12 047
3 0:033 0077 021 051
3 0011 0006 021 008

Tabl 5: The parametersof the Dalitzplot n K ! 3 decays. The st 4 are octet and
the last 6 are 27. T he quadratic ones are not present at tree kevel. Experin ental values
are taken from Ref. P4].

are using a quadratic representation of the D alitz plot and a linear one for the phases:

Constant part : 1(Octet) + 1@27) + 1 ({chase)
Linear : 1Octet) + 2@7) + 3 (hases)
Q uadratic: 20ctet) + 3@27)

T he phases n principle should be calculable In CHPT since they are at very low center
ofm ass energies. They have not been m easured at present. In table 5 I give the list of
param eters, see Ref.R3] or their de nition, the present experin ental values, the CHPT
tree Jevel predictions and the p? tree kvel predictions. The K ! 2 rmates have always
been used as input.

N otice that there is In fact a direct relation between several ofthe param eters predicted
In CHP T .Counting the num ber of observables and param eters there should be 5 relations.
These are:

O ctet : 1! 1

27 3! 3
3 - 3

3 - 3

These are ckan predictions of CHPT and should be m ore stringently tested. The m ea—
surem ents, esgoecially in the an aller 27 sector, should be relatively easy to in prove using
the new facilities. T he agreaem ent at present is very good w ithin the errors.

T he CP <violating asym m etries in the D alitz plot are expected to be of order 10 ©. The
m aln reason for this is that n order for the CP phase to be cbservable it has to interfere



w ith the nal state phases. These are amall since thepionsin K ! 3 are at very low
energies. Th addition to order p* the interference happens only with the suppressed 27
am plitudes. So at order p* one expects asymm etries of order 10 °. The nal number
m ight be signi cantly enhanced by p°® e ects where interference w ith the dom inant octet
am plitudes becom es possible. A CHPT inspired estin ate of this e ect is .n Ref.R5].

5 Conclusions

Chiral Perturbation Theory for K aons is in very good shape as can be seen from this tak
and various others in thism eeting.

In the sem ileptonic sector all param eters to order p? are detem ined and various good
tests have already been obtained and we look forward to m ore tests in the near future. On
the theoretical side the push beyond p* has slow Iy started, eg. in scattering, and m ore
data are very weloom e.

In the nonleptonic sector it has so farbeen m ost powerfill in rare decaysf]. R estricting
toK ! 2 and K ! 3 the present experin ental tests of the ¢ relations are only
relevant In the octet part. Chiral sym m etry does however provide a sin pl explanation for
the various sizes of the D alitz plot param eters, w ith the exosption of I = 1=2 mule. W e
look forward to m ore stringent tests here in the future.
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